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Form No. X 

THIS CASE ORIGINATED AT V^ASIj DiGTOW ? lEiUi 



DATE WHEN PERIOD FOR VW>CM MADE } FrE3>ORT MADE BY 



DETROIT, MlCEIGAi^ 1/^752 ^ ' 



DOyOUS «. EOKH 



VITOLDS POmHJB. Was. 



DiTERfAL SECUnm - R fc LA 



SYNOPSIS OF FACTS: POWALD H. MILES. SubJecVa ttttorn«fy, 

tl»t Subject eotered a ulvurce ouit a$alc^ ^ 

bis vif€ GAID& Xu “tbe wayae Couaty C<>urt, I MAR i 2 

Detroit. Micb. oa k\i^. 6. 1951 the et'^’uLie 

of crue.ty. Mr. MIl£S stated that Sub jectT gppc. n»cro> 

divorce beca«e fljiaL oa 12/9/51 • Mr. illlfii 

aloo «tat«c. be had do Hscwladge of 8ubjoct*e 

Inteutlooc to reaarry. Uo record of Sublet 

bavtug been loarrled iu Detroit located* inveqtiDAhnn'^^^U an fgl 

invesitgahon ^nd is not to Ds 

consj.^-. ^ .;5 3 cloarance. 



iSTaxi;^: 



At Detroit. Mich 



ixmu) Hi MILSS, Attorney, 206 McKerchey Building, Detroit, 
Mlehlgaii, stated on Bwnber 30 , 1951# that he vae 
hanaxlng the Subject's divide froa Mr. MILES stated that 

the Subject had filed suit for divorce In the Wayzie Couaty Court on g^rounds 
of cruelty on August 6, 1951* Hr. fc CpJgg also stated the Subject's divorce 
vould becuae flnai around tb® i5tb of Deceober, 1951* 

Mr. MUSS further stated teat he did not <£nov of hie client *e 
Inteutlor. to reznarry and that he hod raver had any contact vlth the Subject 
other thar: handling his divorce. Hr. >CXl£S also stated that be vaa not 
acquainted vith ttw Subject's vlfe and that he had seat notice of the *Alvurce 
proceedings to bar at 100 Vest 55th Street iisv York City, via Registered Kali 
and that Subject's vlfe had signed a receipt for this letter but vas cot 
contesting the divorce proceedings. 






OO MOT WRITE <N THESE SPACES 



COPIES OF THIS REPOfTT 



5 * Bureau (105-10016) 

3 - Waahizsgtoa field ^05*632} 
2 . Detroit ( 66 - 1960 ) 
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PROPERTY OF FBl-THIS CONftOEHTUL 
AGENCY TO WHICH tOAHEO. 






S£ OISTRIBUTEO OUTSIDE OF 



I. r»utrn» cmCK IS — 1 



COORDINATION WITH 






J*“ '“EASEt «r 

«*f£ 20 J 6 







((S 66 ~ 196 o ) 
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Mr. MXU3S va« aaiiJU) int«rvie*^d ou Pecctsdwr 9/ ^95^? o't 
vhleh ti£» bi» etatsd tiAt tbfi Subject 'o dlvorctt becftioa flzAi oa that date 
uruler Docket Ko. 476113^ Vsyoe Couuty, Detroit,. Klchl^^eu* Kr. MXI£S stated 
that tloe Siibject bad be^ in Detroit for tbie riaal decree, bat tbat ha bad 
Esade no aentloi\ of bie tateation to recarr/. 

Xofonsant Detroit T-X, cf knovn reliabiiity, stated tbat 
the Suh«}ect bad a^iet Me a^partaent at I323T Hark Tealu, Detroit, but be did 
oot koov the naae of the voaan vbo eae eublettlo^ tbia ai^artsent. T**l furtber 
atatad tbat be dll not knoe ^tber or r»ot the Sx&Ject we enga^i to icarry 
tbs occupaot qT ble apax*taae&t at 13237 Mark Twin, 

tbe Merria^ RecordB, Waome County Court Souae, vere cbecked 
fran Decester l through Deoeaber 13 vithout iooating any record ref Meeting 
lafomatloo that the Subject had been Darried In Detroit during that period. 
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